Newsletter Autumn 2020
Political Commentary
5 August General Election
The results of Sri Lanka’s 2020 parliamentary general election follow on from last November’s
presidential election and signals a landmark shift in the country’s democratic history, with a
major turnaround in political power that re-defines electoral loyalties. The overall victory was
not a surprise, however the scale of the final outcome, may have lasting reverberations.
The Rajapaksa-led Sri Lanka Podujana Peramuna (SLPP – Sri Lanka People’s Front) easily
achieved a near two-thirds parliamentary majority, by reducing all opposition parties into
relative insignificance and echoes the 5/6th parliamentary majority electoral victory of the
United National Party (UNP), then led by JR Jayewardene in July 1977. The irony, however, is
that this time the UNP has been routed into near-annihilation.
Sri Lanka has a 225-member parliament of which 196 are elected directly by constituencies
and 29 appointed from national lists submitted by the parties. At the 5 August General
Election, 145 seats were won by the SLPP while the former ruling UNP, Sri Lanka’s longest
established party, suffered the most ignominious of losses, retaining only one consolation
national list parliamentary seat.
There had been predictions that the UNP would have a bad election, but the scale of this
calamity – not to secure even a single seat on the basis of district constituencies was something
that few foresaw. The party in second place with 54 seats was the Samagi Jana Balavegaya,
(SJB – United People’s Movement), a UNP offshoot that was only accepted by the Electoral
Commission in February 2020.
The traditionally powerful Sri Lanka Freedom Party (SLFP) quietly accepted its now
diminished role in national politics and for the sake of its survival, formed an alliance with the
SLPP. This coalition was critical in the SLPP realising its two-thirds majority.
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In the election’s aftermath, the
SLPP’s spokesperson proclaimed
that the ‘victory was beyond all
expectations’, however it was
made possible by large scale
absenteeism at almost every
electorate by UNP voters. The
overall electoral turnout of
75.89% is marginally lower than
in 2015, yet this needs to be seen
in the overall context of the polls
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happening during a pandemic. The Electoral Commission has rightly been praised for
successfully managing the election despite the on-going health crisis and for maintaining the
public’s confidence in the integrity of the electoral process. Due to the virus and the travel
restrictions, it became impossible for the international election observers to be present.
Nevertheless, some seven independent elections observation groups were able to provide some
degree of monitoring of the campaigns and election process. These included, CMEV (Centre
for Monitoring Electoral Violence), ANFREL (Asian Network for Free Elections), CaFFE
(Campaign for Free & Fair Elections), MDL (Mothers & Daughters of Lanka), MFFE
(Movement for Free and Fair Elections), NPOC (National Polls Observation Centre) and
PAFFE (People’s Action for Free and Fair Elections). Although there were inevitably some
negative aspects during the campaigns, the reports of election violence were lower than in the
last parliamentary elections in 2015, which is often cited as being one of the most peaceful and
fair elections that Sri Lanka has ever held. ANFREL’s recently published election report
echoed the sentiments of most observers that “we reserve our utmost appreciation for the voters
of Sri Lanka, who displayed tremendous resilience and a steadfast attachment to democratic
traditions in spite of adverse circumstances”. Despite the obvious fears to their own health, and
the risks to others in the wider community, Sri Lanka’s voters continued to show faith in the
nation’s democratic heritage, embraced some newly adopted procedures for their safety and
came out in large numbers to exercise their franchise. When one considers that the UK’s
December 2019 parliamentary elections had a voter turnout of 67.3%, it is highly
commendable for Sri Lanka to have undertaken a similar election during a health emergency,
with a considerably better turnout of nearly 76%.
Run-up to the Election
The preparations for the UNP’s general election campaign mirrored the indecision that dogged
the party during the presidential campaign a few months earlier. Sajith Premadasa was
nominated as the UNP’s Prime Ministerial candidate, but Ranil Wickremesinghe remained as
the Party Leader. With the majority of UNP MPs preferring to support Premadasa, the decision
was made to form a new party and alliance, the SJB (Samagi Jana Balawegaya or Peace —
People's Power). In February, the election commission announced that this party had been
accepted as a recognised political party and the Jathika Hela Urumaya (JHU), Sri Lanka
Muslim Congress (SLMC) and the Tamil Progressive Alliance (TPA) joined this new alliance.
Ranil Wickremesinghe’s UNP stubbornly refused to join.
By contrast, the Rajapaksa’s political alliance, the Sri Lanka People’s Freedom Alliance
(SLPFA), had already been well established, and was further consolidated when Maithripala
Sirisena was given the nominal title of the SLPFA’s Chairperson, whilst the main functional
roles of Leader and General Secretary were held by Mahinda and Basil Rajapaksa respectively.
Sirisena’s inclusion in the SLPFA hierarchy enabled certain SLFP candidates to be used, in
areas where their chances of victory were stronger. The SLPFA comprised 17 parties including
the Ceylon Workers Congress, Eelam People's Democratic Party, Mahajana Eksath Peramuna,
Lanka Sama Samaja Party, etc. Reflecting the SLPP’s dominance in the alliance, its symbol –
the lotus bud – was chosen as the SLPFA’s main electoral logo. Conversely, the main
opposition parties went to the elections, with two competing symbols, the telephone to
represent the SJB and the UNP’s elephant. For as long as the main opposition vote was split,
there was every likelihood that the SLPP would win more comfortably.
On 3 March, the President dissolved parliament, with elections gazetted for 25 April and the
nominations ending on 18 March. On 19 March, matters became confused when the Election
Commission postponed the elections without announcing a new date due to the COVID−19
pandemic.
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With the country then focused on the pandemic, there then followed a lengthy period during
which various authorities became involved in issues surrounding when and how the election
could be held in the midst of COVID-19. In April, the Commissioners suggested that Gotabaya
Rajapaksa should seek advice for a new election date, but the President’s Secretary, PB
Jayasundara, responded by stating that the court’s counsel would not be sought, and that it was
the Commission’s responsibility to hold the elections, with a warning that a constitutional
crisis may otherwise arise.
The three Election Commissioners seemed initially at variance on the feasibility and date for
the election yet finally reached a consensus and declared 20 June as the proposed election date.
However, various parties including a newspaper editor and political entities filed fundamental
rights petitions in the Supreme Court challenging the 20 June election date.
On 18 May, the Supreme Court's bench, comprising five judges, started hearing eight
petitions, but two days later the Elections Commission stated that 20 June could no longer be a
possible date for the election. The Supreme Court dismissed all Fundamental Rights appeals
filed and denied granting leave to proceed with all petitions. On 10 June, the Election
Commission announced 5 August as the new date of the election.
Campaigning
Even before the election date was fixed, the Election Commission and its staff, together with
health officials and the police throughout the country, had worked tirelessly for months in
order to make the elections happen – in spite of the many challenges. In addition, media and
many civil society organisations went to great lengths to educate the public to make this
election successful. The overall election campaign environment was generally peaceful and
calm. There were fewer political meetings, door-to-door canvassing, and election posters than
in previous elections due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
The Ministry of Health issued health guidelines for electioneering, containing specific settings
for election meetings and the distribution of campaign material. As for traditional door-to-door
canvassing, the regulations required campaigners to maintain a one-metre distance, wear a face
mask, and sanitise their hands before distributing any printed material.
Several restrictions on campaigning in the initial health guidelines were eventually relaxed in
the regulations. For example, the attendance limit of political rallies was increased from 100 to
300 people, and 500 people for rallies attended by party leaders. The number of people allowed
for the door-to-door canvassing was increased from three to five.
On polling day, voter turnout initially had a slow start, mainly due to the virus fears, but started
to pick up gradually in late morning. The Election Commission recommended that voters wear
face masks, use hand sanitiser and bring their own blue or black ballpoint pen in order to make
the proceedings easier along with precautionary distancing guidelines. These rules were
generally followed, although in some areas the rules were adhered to inconsistently.
Analysing the Results
The factors that probably contributed most to the SLPP’s victory are fairly evident: it is mainly
as a consequence of its opponent’s failures, rather than its own achievements. The electorate at
large has been tilting away from the UNP government for several years as evidenced by its
poor showing in the local government elections in early 2018. The Wickremesinghe-led
government has been characterised by constant bickering with its own coalition partners, whilst
also embroiled in corruption scandals such as the Central Bank Bond Scam. It has also been
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seen to be weak in its handling of foreign policy, such as co-sponsoring UNHRC Resolution
30/1, and been unable to revive the economy in a way that could lead to a rise in living
standards of ordinary citizens. After the debacle of the security failures that led to the 2019
Easter Sunday terrorist attacks, it became clear that Ranil Wickremesinghe’s popularity was at
an all-time low. The only chance that the parties opposing the Rajapaksas could provide for
some credible resistance was if they could unite. Yet this proved to be a futile hope as
Wickremesinghe and Premadasa could not reach a compromise, and, instead of co-operating
and consolidating, they chose to battle each other.
Tisaranee Gunasekera, writing in the Daily FT, summed it up: “The opposition failed,
miserably. It failed not because the goal was unreachable, but because the Ranil faction and the
Sajith faction were too busy tackling each other to even take the first step in that direction. The
election should have been a contest against the Rajapaksas. Instead the actual and aspirant
leaders of the UNP turned it into a fight against each other. They prioritised petty and personal
over national. Instead of uniting to strengthen the elephant, they decapitated the poor beast.”
Since its campaigning successes across the island in 2018, the SLPP has been nurturing
electorates by cultivating monks and congregations at Buddhist temples, especially in poor
rural areas. The Rajapaksas see these people as their political heartland and strength. This
strategy, largely conceived, analysed and successfully implemented by Basil Rajapaksa has
been the foundation of their success. Another factor in the eyes of many voters, is the strong
leadership that Gotabaya and Mahinda Rajapaksa have shown during the coronavirus outbreak.
There has been general consensus that the firm action taken by the government in managing
COVID-19 by utilising the military, police, health workers and establishing a Special Task
Force spearheaded by Basil Rajapaksa has been welcomed by the population at large, not only
by arresting coronavirus infections and deaths, but also in terms of providing economic relief.
The consequences for the UNP’s future seem dire. Ranil Wickremesinghe has chosen to remain
as the Party Leader, causing further infighting to accelerate. In a recent election for the Deputy
Leader position, Ravi Karunanayake was comfortably defeated by Ruwan Wijewardena, who
is a Wickremesinghe, son of a media mogul and from the UNP’s founding aristocracy. It
remains to be seen who will be taking the UNP’s solitary parliamentary seat and how this once
most dominant of Sri Lankan parties can chart its way back into some kind of national political
significance.
The arrival of the SJB as a major political party and its position as the main Opposition is a
significant moment. Much now rests on the shoulders of Sajith Premadasa and his ability to be
an effective Leader of the Opposition – both in parliament and amongst the populace at large.
He will need to show that his party is united in following his leadership and that he can build a
team around him to construct policies that could potentially be viable popular alternatives. He
has to be able to win on the SLPP’s turf, which is amongst the Sinhala Buddhist rural masses.
The fracturing of Tamil nationalist politics in the North is another outcome of this election.
Jaffna University’s Ahilan Kadirgamar suggests that this election may have broken the hold of
Tamil nationalism and fragmented its political leadership. The TNA is the main casualty of this
transition with its parliamentary strength declining from 16 seats in the 2015 elections (polling
516,000 votes) to 10 seats (polling 327,000 votes). Their Party Leader, Rajavarothian
Sampanthan, is 87 and similar questions that haunt the UNP and SLFP are now faced by the
Federal Party that leads the TNA. Will it be able to change course, and restructure its party
bringing in a younger vibrant leadership?
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The gains made by the Douglas Devananda (EPDP) in Jaffna and the Vanni, Angajan
Ramanadan (SLFP) in Jaffna, Sivanesathurai Chandrakanthan aka Pillaiyan (TMVP) in
Batticaloa and the reception of the SLPP in the Vanni and the East are reflective of a
significant shift in Tamil representative politics. Kadirgamar believes that “the Tamil
constituencies are no longer voting solely on the basis of Tamil nationalist aspirations and are
now forcefully putting their economic predicament to the fore”.
Another factor is the vote for Gajan Ponnambalam (All Ceylon Tamil Congress) and CV
Wigneswaran (TMTK), who have both left the TNA and represent a hardening narrow Tamil
nationalist base in the urban areas of Jaffna. It would appear that the TNA’s support for the
previous UNP-led government is leaking votes to candidates offering a wide range of different
alternatives. How this augurs for the TNA’s role as the dominant voice for Tamil aspirations in
parliament is yet to be seen.
The fragmentation of Tamil political representation is paralleled with the decline of the Muslim
representation as well. Muslim parties have managed to retain just two seats for their
community in the districts they contested alone. There can be a few more minority MPs
affiliated to the SJB. The JVP’s failure to secure any improvement in its electoral strength
continues to disappoint. There is slight rise in the votes its candidates have polled, but it is not
strong enough to increase its seat count.
The new parliament has some unusual inhabitants. Pillayan, who is charged with murder and
Premalal Jayasekara, who was convicted of murder, were nevertheless permitted to attend
parliamentary sittings. Jayasekara was found guilty of murdering an individual when he, along
with his supporters, had opened fire at a group of UNP supporters at a political rally in
Kahawatte during the 2015 Presidential election. Jayasekara has filed an appeal against his
death sentence. Pillayan, a former LTTE fighter, secured a seat in Batticaloa and is currently on
remand after being the chief suspect in the murder of former TNA MP Joseph
Pararajasingham. They may be joined in Parliament by Ven Galagodaatte Gnanasara, a radical
Buddhist monk and general secretary of the Bodu Bala Sena. Gnanasara’s political party ‘Our
Power of People Party’ (OPPP) has won the right to appoint one seat in Parliament on the
national list. At this stage it is not clear if Gnanasara or another Buddhist monk, Ven
Athuraliye Rathana, will finally take the OPPP parliamentary seat. Gnanasara was found guilty
of criminal intimidation at a court in 2016 and sent to jail, however he was controversially
pardoned in 2019 by President Sirisena.
Mahinda Yapa Abeywardena, who has a long political career and was once sacked for
opposing the Indo-Lanka Peace Accord in 1987, was unanimously appointed as the Speaker of
Sri Lanka’s new Parliament, which met for the first time on 20 August.
Many commentators have suggested that the SLPP’s dominance marks a shift towards one
family having a resurgent role on the country’s power. However, this is not new in Sri Lanka.
Since independence, elite families from the Sinhala Buddhist Govigama caste have been at the
leadership of the main political parties. The UNP have effectively been under the bastion of the
Senanayake/Wijewardena dynasty and the SLFP was founded by the Bandaranaikes, who
passed the leadership from the father, to the wife, to the daughter. Although Maithripala
Sirisena may be considered an exception in terms of originating from a rural background, the
only significant outlier has been Ranasinghe Premadasa, who from humble beginnings rose to
become UNP leader, Prime Minister and President. It is ironic that his son, Sajith, was not able
to step into his father’s shoes by becoming the leader of the UNP, which has been continuously
led by Ranil Wickremesinghe since 1994.
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The fortunes of the SLPP are founded on Mahinda Rajapaksa and the tenure of his long
political life: the 2020 election results are a remarkable comeback and a testament to his
formidable stature in Sri Lanka since independence. He comes from an established political
family dynasty, with his father DA Rajapaksa winning a seat in Ceylon’s first parliament as a
UNP MP, but who crossed over to join SWRD Bandaranaike’s new SLFP, where he later rose
to ministerial rank. After his father’s death, Mahinda started his political career from within the
SLFP in the 1970s and gradually rose from lowly ministerial positions, to Leader of the
Opposition, to Prime Minister under Chandrika Kumaratunga-Bandaranaike’s presidency. He
was the SLFP’s winning presidential candidate in 2005 and 2010, but having led the victory
over the LTTE, was defeated in 2015 by the combined efforts of the UNP, SLFP rebels
(instigated by Chandrika) and other minority parties, when common candidate, Maithripala
Sirisena won the presidency. Although he was then denied the SLFP’s chairmanship,
Mahinda’s political fightback started when he led the party’s August 2015 unsuccessful
parliamentary general election campaign, and was able to stop the UNP from having a
resounding majority. In the end, the Sirisena-Wickremesinghe government was only able to
assume power because the central committee of the SLFP agreed to form a national
government with the UNP for two years. Deprived of even the position of Leader of the
Opposition and unable to wrest control of the SLFP’s leadership, Mahinda was urged by
political colleagues along the risky path to start a new political party – the SLPP in November
2016. Together with his younger brother, Basil Rajapaksa, who is regarded as the family’s
main political strategist, Mahinda led the SLPP to its first signs of being a credible national
party when it secured an overwhelming victory in the February 2018 local government
elections. Since then, the rise of the SLPP has been on an upward trajectory, as evidenced by
the large majority who voted for Mahinda’s brother, Gotabaya, when he was elected president
in November 2019.
In the context of Sri Lanka’s electoral history, this election may prove to be a significant
watershed. The attainment of a two-thirds parliamentary majority by the SLPP-led coalition
enables a government to push ahead with its programme of policies at speed. This would be
welcome to a populace that has seen slow and inconsistent upliftment since the ending of the
conflict. However, critics have pointed at the possibility of constitutional changes that
concentrate power in the executive rather than the legislature.
Sri Lanka’s New Cabinet
The size of the Cabinet increased from 15, when the interim government took over after the
2019 Presidential election, to 25 members after the parliamentary election. This represents a
positive move considering the very large cabinets that existed in previous administrations,
when the ruling party had to rely on post-election coalitions and crossovers to maintain strong
working majorities. The President also appointed 40 State Ministers, who are intended to work
on portfolios alongside their respective cabinet colleagues. Mahinda Rajapaksa, as PM, also
retained the three major portfolios of Finance, Urban Development, and Buddhasasana. Dinesh
Gunawardena remained as Foreign Relations Minister and is joined at the ministry by Tharaka
Balasuriya, who was appointed the State Minister for Regional Co-Operation. The other
significant Cabinet appointments are Nimal Siripala De Silva (Labour), GL Peiris (Education),
Pavithra Devi Vanniarachchi (Health), Douglas Devananda (Fisheries), Bandula Gunawardena
(Trade), Keheliya Rambukwella (Media), Prasanna Ranathunga (Tourism) and Ali Sabry
(Justice). Prominent former Rajapaksa loyalists, who previously held administrative roles, were
nominated into parliament on the national list and appointed as State Ministers including,
Nalaka Godahewa (Urban Development, Coast Conservation, Waste Disposal and Community
Cleanliness) and Ajith Nivard Cabraal (State Minister of Money, Capital Market and State
Enterprise Reforms). Ex-President Maithripala Sirisena who re-entered parliament as an SLFP
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MP having coming top in the Polonnaruwa district, has not been rewarded with any major
public appointment in the government.
20th Amendment to the Constitution
A central electoral pledge by the SLPP was to change the constitution, especially the 19th
Amendment, which was one of the cornerstones of the Sirisena/Wickremesinghe government,
and to replace it with a 20th Amendment. The proposed new Amendment, in Bill form, leaves
intact some positive features of the 19th Amendment, including the constitutional Right to
Information (RTI), which is now part of the country’s political consciousness. Government
politicians appear to have pledged support to Sri Lanka’s globally hailed RTI Act and the protransparency RTI Commission possibly in a placatory nod to a public that now eagerly
understands freedom of information. It has also preserved the five-year term limit and the twoterm prohibition for the President. But the other sections of the drafted 20th Amendment have
run into some strong criticisms locally. Recent Sunday Times (Sri Lanka) editorials queried the
wisdom of again restoring the executive powers of the Presidency and the PM’s role being
“reduced to a mere functionary consulted in most cases only ‘if necessary’ in an open-ended
Cabinet of Ministers”.
The government’s plan was to offer the gazetted draft of the 20th Amendment for public debate
and have it presented to Parliament on 22 September. However, it appears that this draft ran
into resistance with the Sri Lanka Audit Service Association (SLASA), who apparently
protesting about the amendment preventing scrutiny of about 120 state-owned enterprises.
Retired judges are also reported to have raised issue over senior judges being appointed by the
President; and the media have pointed out the power of an Election Commission, appointed by
the President, that has overriding powers over them at a time of election.
The Island newspaper stated that President Gotabaya Rajapaksa had assured civil society
groups, the National Joint Committee and Yuthukama, that the proposed 20th Amendment
would be rescinded to pave the way for a new draft. Then in the same week, PM Mahinda
Rajapaksa unexpectedly appointed a nine-member committee headed by GL Peiris to study the
20th Amendment draft in detail.
The latest machinations is that President Gotabaya Rajapaksa wants the 20th Amendment to be
moved in Parliament as already gazetted, without any amendments. The strategy seems to that
any changes or additions could be incorporated during the Amendment’s passage at the
committee stage. The President has also invited all concerned, including opposition parties and
civil society groups, to have their say when the draft is ready. “We will take the good and leave
out the bad clauses,” a government source has said.
This has paved the way for the 20th Amendment to be introduced in Parliament on 22
September. Opposition political parties, civil society groups, and even ordinary citizens are set
to go to the Supreme Court, within one week, to challenge the validity of some provisions. The
Supreme Court, in turn, will have to make known its judgments within three weeks. Thereafter,
President Rajapaksa expects the 20th Amendment to come before Parliament in October 2020
and become a part of the country’s constitution, ahead of this government’s first budget in
November.
The 19th Amendment introduced a restriction on dual-citizens being able to enter parliament,
and it was proposed that the 20th Amendment would remove this clause. This was a hurdle that
Gotabaya Rajapaksa had to overcome when he stood for the presidency last year. Basil
Rajapaksa remains a dual-citizen of Sri Lanka and the USA, and until this clause is removed,
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he is unable to function in the legislature or hold a position in the cabinet. It will be interesting
to see how this and other controversial parts of the proposed 20th Amendment may be retained,
amended, or removed, as the Bill passes through its various parliamentary stages.
Re-Setting Sri Lanka’s Foreign Affairs?
Since the general election, there is a growing expectation that Sri Lanka’s foreign policy will
be evolving to a new set of priorities. Dinesh Gunawardena kept his position as Foreign
Minister, and the position of Foreign Secretary was given to Admiral Prof Jayanath
Colombage, who previously served as the president’s Foreign Affairs adviser. In a media
interview, Colombage explained that Sri Lanka will pursue a neutral foreign policy and not be
aligned to any particular country, be it China, India, or the USA. Additionally, the government
will ensure that Sri Lanka is not a strategic security threat to India. The clear reference is that
Sri Lanka does not wish to enter into agreements with other major powers, such as with China
or the USA, that may be deemed as a potential security threat to India’s interests.
The Foreign Relations Ministry is also expected to play a more significant role in economic
diplomacy, and Colombage explained how diplomats should be pitching to attract inward
investment: “The president has clearly said no more loans. What we need is being equal
partners, ie Joint Ventures, Build-Operate-Transfer, Foreign Direct Investments – these are not
having loans. The president is very strict on that. In Sri Lanka, our external debt to GDP ratio
is high at 86%. If we earn $100 we have to repay $86 – that is a very high figure. We cannot
afford to take any more loans. What we have to do is value the location, that should be our
marketing strategy. Value what we have and make money from it – from the location, from the
shipping, from the ocean. But qualifying that saying, total control of any national strategic
assets will not be given to a foreign power”.
The UNHRC Resolution on Sri Lanka is set to reach a defining moment in March 2021. At the
current 45th Sessions of the UN Human Rights Council, the UK’s International Ambassador for
Human Rights, Rita French outlined the expectations of the Core Group on Sri Lanka, which
Britain leads: “The Sri Lankan Government has also stated its continuing commitment to
fostering reconciliation, justice and peaceful coexistence among Sri Lanka’s diverse
communities. It has suggested that a new domestic process will take this agenda forward.
While we appreciate this continued commitment, previous such processes have, regrettably,
proved insufficient to tackle impunity and deliver real reconciliation. This Council will want to
pay particular attention to how the new approach, will differ from these previous attempts and
put the victims of conflict at its heart. The future of the Independent Commissions including
the Office for Missing Persons and Office for Reparations will be particularly important”.
In response, Sri Lanka’s Deputy Permanent Representative at the UN in Geneva stated: “Sri
Lanka remains committed to achieving reconciliation, accountability and human rights within
the framework of the Sri Lankan Constitution, through a domestically designed and executed
process in line with the government’s policy framework. Today, Sri Lanka wishes to engage in
a constructive discussion with this august assembly with the sincere hope that this Council
would recognise the realities on the ground, and facilitate the required space for the GOSL to
move forward with an inclusive approach within the provisions and parameters of the
Constitution of the country… Sri Lanka would like to state further that the new government
which assumed office with the election of the new Parliament on 5 August remains committed
to the assurances given before this Council in February this year”.
Continuing: “The government will look at deliverable measures of reconciliation as backed by
the mandates given by the people, in the interest of Sri Lanka, instead of opting to continue
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with a framework driven externally that has failed to deliver genuine reconciliation for over
four and half years. We hope the Council would appreciate the approach of the government to
achieve a sustainable peace through an inclusive, domestically designed and executed
reconciliation and accountability process, that are in line with the interest of Sri Lanka and its
people. The government will work towards addressing the outstanding concerns in a manner
consistent with its voluntary obligations under the 2030 Sustainable Development Agenda,
aimed at advancing individual and collective rights, ensuring justice and reconciliation, and
addressing the concerns of vulnerable sections of the society, through due democratic and legal
processes including institutional reform where necessary”.
It will be interesting to understand what specific domestic measures Sri Lanka may adopt,
whether they align with previous initiatives, such as the Lessons Learned & Reconciliation
Commission and the Paranagama Commission, and how these may help to address
UNHRC Resolution 30/1.
Sri Lanka made some significant ambassadorial changes in the aftermath of the general
election, including Palitha Kohona being despatched to Beijing, Ravinatha Ariyasinha to
Washington and Milinda Morogoda to New Delhi. It is expected that senior journalist,
CA Chandraprema will be appointed as Sri Lanka’s Permanent Representative to the UN in
Geneva, where he will handle UNHRC Resolution 30/1.

Other News in Brief
New High Commissioner for London
In London, Sri Lanka’s new High
Commissioner, Saroja Sirisena presented
credentials to Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II
on 10 March, at Buckingham Palace, just a
few days before the UK went into lockdown.
Her previous posting was as the Ambassador
of Sri Lanka to Austria and the Permanent
Representative of Sri Lanka to the United
Nations & International Organisations in
Vienna. Her home postings include being
Director General of Public Communications
& Spokesperson of the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, Director General Economic Affairs
The new Sri Lanka High Commissioner, Saroja Sirisena, presenting
her Credentials to Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II,
of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Director
at Buckingham Palace in March 2020
General for External Relations of the
Ministry of Economic Development, Director
South Asia and Director Consular Affairs of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Her overseas
posts include Consul General of Sri Lanka in Mumbai, Minister of Permanent Mission of Sri
Lanka to the United Nations Office, Minister Counsellor of the Sri Lanka Embassy in Brussels,
First Secretary of Sri Lanka Embassy in Paris and in Sri Lanka’s Permanent Mission to
UNESCO. She is an officer of the Sri Lanka Foreign Service batch of 1998, was born in
Colombo, studied at Devi Balika Vidyalaya, Colombo and is a graduate of the University of
Melbourne and the École National d’ Administration, France. She is married to Dr Sudath
Talpahewa, a General Practitioner in the UK, speaks French, enjoys yoga, working out,
cooking and playing the piano.
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How Sri Lanka handled Coronavirus
The first case of the virus was confirmed in Sri Lanka on 27 January 2020, after a 44-year-old
Chinese woman from Hubei Province in China was admitted to the National Institute of
Infection Diseases. She had arrived as a tourist with another group of travellers and had been
screened at the Bandaranaike International Airport after having a high fever. After spending
about three weeks in hospital, she fully recovered, was released from hospital and returned to
China on 19 February. At the time she was the only person who had tested positive for
COVID-19.
Unlike many countries, Sri Lanka began to take early measures, well before the World Health
Organsation (WHO) declared COVID-19 as a pandemic. In January, the President appointed a
22-member National Steering Committee to bring together a range of stakeholders from
different sectors to support the COVID-19 response. These included the Ministries of Foreign
Relations, Defence, Finance, Ports and Shipping, the Civil Aviation Authority, Department of
Customs, Department of Immigration and Emigration, the Disaster Management Centre,
airports and country consulates.
A key early step was the establishment of a Quarantine Unit at Bandaranaike International
Airport to screen passengers for symptoms. Warnings were issued so that infants, children,
pregnant women, the elderly and people who suffer from chronic diseases among other issues
should avoid visiting crowded places when possible. As the then known origin was principally
from China, the Department of Immigration and Emigration also informed all construction
sites with Chinese resident visa holders to restrict their Chinese employees to their respective
workplaces and lodgings.
Having learnt from its past experiences with
numerous communicable and noncommunicable diseases – as well as
emergencies – Sri Lanka’s health system was
somewhat prepared to tackle COVID-19, as it
had already invested in its public health
surveillance systems. After the initial
detection of an infection in January, there
were no further cases till about mid-March.
During that gap, the government ensured that
public health surveillance systems were
activated to find any cases with respiratory
Precautionary health measures were put in place during voting
illnesses. Once cases were identified, the
necessary diagnostics to identify any suspected COVID-19 cases was swiftly established.
On 10 March, the first Sri Lankan local national, a 52-year old tour guide tested positive for
COVID-19 and was hospitalised. From the first week of March, passengers coming from Italy,
Iran, and South Korea were required to be quarantined for two weeks at one of two facilities.
Also, on 10 March, 186 people (164 Sri Lankans, 20 Italians, and 2 South Koreans) were
placed under quarantine in Batticaloa. Following further developments, the country suspended
on-arrival visas for tourists on 11 March. A massive awareness-raising campaign was launched
using the radio, TV, and even private phones. The public reaction was supportive.
On 13 March, the England & Wales Cricket Board decided to immediately halt England’s
cricket tour of Sri Lanka and the players returned home. On 18 March, Sri Lanka Police
imposed an emergency curfew in Puttalam, Negombo, Kochchikade and Chilaw as around
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800 returnees from Italy were speculated to have visited these areas. On 19 March, emergency
curfew was imposed from 10pm in a few areas including Wattala and Ja-Ela until following the
discovery of a new coronavirus case.
On 20 March, the Sri Lankan President announced that a lockdown-styled curfew will be
imposed for the entire nation that day from 6pm in the evening to 24 March 6am to contain
infections. The curfew was later lifted from 23 March in most parts of the country to encourage
rural public to engage in retail purchases, except in densely populated cities such as Colombo,
Gampaha, Jaffna, Kilinochchi and Mulaitivu.
Meanwhile, the military rapidly established 45 quarantine centres around the country and were
praised for their efficiency and the excellent facilities offered. As of 23 March, 45 quarantine
centres had been built by the Sri Lanka Army. In solidarity, the private sector made available
large but unoccupied hotels to house people being quarantined.
With infection clusters being detected at various sites, curfews were thereafter used on a
regional basis to curtail the spread of infections. Schools, universities and workplaces were
closed. Transport ground to a halt. The agricultural sector was affected by little or no collection
of the harvest. The impact on the economy was massive. More positively, the air quality index
showed a drastic improvement in highly dense areas such as Colombo, ever since the
imposition of indefinite curfews.
A mobile-app called ‘COVID Shield’ to help people keep track of their health and provide
support during self-isolation and quarantine was launched. In addition, public health clinics
were closed down and the delivery of routine health checks and medication was done directly
at the homes of patients. A hotline was created to allow non-COVID-19 patients to seek advice
from healthcare workers.
Initially, 12 hospitals across the country were designated for isolation. The number increased to
39 with the capacity to isolate 1,587 patients. Although in January, Sri Lanka had the National
Institute of Infectious Diseases in Colombo as the only treatment centre with 10 ICU and 30
HDU units, now the entire country has a total bed capacity exceeding 2,500 and 100 ICU beds
available in the 12 designated hospitals.
Sri Lanka’s central, provincial, and local
governments ensured that essential health
services continued despite COVID-19
outbreak response and lockdowns. The
government identified routine and elective
health services that could be delayed or
relocated. They ensured that across the
country, essential medicines and medical
supplies were available, mechanisms put in
place to maintain the supply chain, and that by
redistributions and task sharing, health care
personnel the capacity to provide care.
In its August Country Case Studies Report,
WHO acknowledged that Sri Lanka had taken exceptional steps to curtail the spread of
COVID-19: “In contrast to numerous countries around the world which have witnessed the
doubling of infections in a few days, it took Sri Lanka 92 days to report 600 cases. As of
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23 August 2020, Sri Lanka stands at 2,947 COVID-19 cases. The case fatality ratio is 0.40%
(12 deaths) and the recovery rate is at 95.2%. There has been no patient under intensive care
for the last four consecutive weeks, except for one patient, who passed away on 23 August
2020. The statistics reflect the success of the country’s ability to respond to an epidemic,
saving lives and protecting its population. The proactive and rapid preventive strategies that
were implemented and the combined public health approach with strong leadership, alongside
the approach of the whole of society, have helped Sri Lanka to be in the position it is today”.
“Key to this success is Sri Lanka’s health system performance and the government’s
commitment to provide free health care to everyone. Its legacy of achieving good health at low
cost through early investments in health has been crucial in its effective response to the
COVID-19 situation. It is known that countries that are closer to achieving UHC including
Sri Lanka, have been able to mobilise existing infrastructure and systems to implement
community-level disease prevention and control measures such as risk communication, testing,
contact tracing, and isolation. Further, citizens infected with COVID-19 have been able to seek
treatment without further economic losses”.
Continuing, “Maintaining other essential health services at optimum level despite the pandemic
is facilitated by the extensive network of health facilities available within 3 km of every
household in the whole island. This is supported by a strong public health system, committed
front-line workforce, and Sri Lankan’s health-seeking behaviour and high literacy rate at
98.78%.”
Prof Anil Jasinghe, Director-General of Health Services said that the key to Sri Lanka’s
pandemic success was that “The early bird catches the worm. We put into practice a very
strong control system from the very beginning – on 23 January we established the National
Action Committee Against COVID-19. The reasons for strong control was Sri Lanka’s strong
public health system has been time-tested and proven again and again. We have had strong
political leadership, with a no-nonsense approach when it comes to actions, such as when we
launched strong quarantine measures. We had lockdown over several months under curfew
throughout the entire country and then thereafter it was lifted and there was night curfew for
some time. Right now we have no restrictions whatsoever. We took strong measures and we
have a very strong Quarantine and Disease Prevention Act, which was enacted way back in
1897. The lockdown and quarantine measures were all taken using this ordinance, with the
powers vested with the Director-General of Health Services.”
A significant aspect was that the vast majority of the general Sri Lankan public, from all
communities, faiths and ethnicities willingly complied with the measures adopted to prevent
the pandemic from spreading.
The media, too, played a positive role in maintaining the COVID-19 messages. Sunday Times
reporter Namini Wijedasa explained how the use of the military was key to ensuring the virus
was contained in rural areas: “We had very effective contact tracing with the Military
Intelligence deployed as well as the police and public health inspectors. All three worked
together in order to find the people, register them, and send them off to quarantine centres.
That helped to keep the numbers low. The College of Community Physicians said that we were
in Stage 3, which means it was spreading between villages and families. In these instances, the
military would sometimes quarantine entire villages, and register the people, swab them and
test them. The period of quarantine was extended from 14 to 21 days, as we found that some
people leaving quarantine had the virus. Sri Lanka has a strong, widely distributed health
system, which includes public health inspectors on the ground, who have been visiting
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households every day, placing posters, identifying the people self-isolating. In addition, the
military and a Task Force was mobilised very early. We also had a phone recording which
automatically gave updates on what is going on and how you should protect yourself. Hospitals
are still not overwhelmed and the curfew stopped the virus spreading between districts. The
government gave some economic relief to citizens. The was a one-off payment of Rs 5,000 to
hundreds of thousands of low-income families for which the government has earmarked
Rs 24 billion. Working capital loans from banks have also been slowly introduced for
businesses to pay salaries. A 6-month debt moratorium has been granted for investment loans,
as well as temporary suspension of lease instalments.”
The government closed Colombo’s Katunayake airport to international traffic on 19 March,
since this time it has remained largely shut, with an inevitable major negative impact on trade
and tourism, but having a positive benefit restricting the spread of the virus. According to the
Foreign Ministry, some 50,000 Lankans are stranded in several countries who are wanting to
return and the airport remains operational mainly for repatriation flights and also for
commercial cargo airfreight.
As of 20 September, in Sri Lanka, which has a population of about 21.5 million people, there
have been a total of 3,283 confirmed cases, 3,088 recoveries, and 13 reported deaths. The
context of Sri Lanka’s achievements is remarkable, especially when compared to what people
living in the UK have experienced. Britain has a population of 66.6 million and as of
21 September, coronavirus cases in the UK amounted to 394,257 infections with deaths
recorded as 41,777.
There are still more sobering comparisons closer to home. Public Health England has
acknowledged that the impact of coronavirus on people from BAME (Black, Asian and
minority ethnic) backgrounds is that social inequalities associated with race and deprivation
result in people from Black and Asian British communities being twice as likely to die of
COVID-19 than their white counterparts. What is more startling is that BAME communities
may be far less susceptible to this coronavirus when they are less exposed to these social
inequalities and living in their home countries. From figures collected by British Lankan
communities in the period from March to June 2020, there are known to be 33 reported deaths
of Sri Lankans in the UK. This is an alarming statistic considering that there may only be
about 400,000 Sri Lankans living in the UK. It is particularly distressing when one considers
that there has been a total of only 13 deaths in Sri Lanka since the start of the pandemic and
that the total population of Sri Lanka is 21.5 million. So, in terms of living in a safer
coronavirus environment, the obvious conclusion may be that Sri Lankans are far better
shielding and more likely to survive this pandemic by living in their homeland, rather than
staying in the UK.
Keenie Meenie: British Mercenaries in 1980s Sri Lanka
The legacy of the British government’s involvement in alleged war crimes in Sri Lanka’s
conflict surfaced in a book by journalist Phil Miller, entitled Keenie Meenie: The British
Mercenaries who got away with Murder. He asserts that a British company, called Keenie
Meenie Services Ltd (KMS), set up by ex-SAS personnel, operated in various countries during
the 1980s, especially in Sri Lanka during the start of the military action against the Tamil
Tigers. Miller’s research, which is mainly from British national archives, leads him to claim
that the then Thatcher government, gave tacit support for the covert operations by KMS in Sri
Lanka in 1984-88, which included training of a wing of Sri Lanka’s security forces, known as
the Special Task Force. An accompanying documentary film, Keenie Meenie: Britain’s Private
Army by Yardstick Films, which uses Miller’s material, reinforces the claim that British
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mercenaries covertly carried out military assignments abroad, and that this may have resulted
in some atrocities against Tamil civilians.
British Tamil activists have provided the information in Miller’s book to the Metropolitan
Police in March 2020 and according to a statement by the Foreign and Commonwealth Office
(FCO) a scoping investigation is underway following “A referral concerning war crimes
alleged to have been committed by British mercenaries in Sri Lanka during the 1980s”.
Additionally, The Tamil Information Centre, based in Kingston, with the help of criminologist,
Dr Rachel Seoighe, appears to have contacted the UN Working Group on Mercenaries, which
monitors private military companies. This UN body, supported by five UN Special
Rapporteurs, subsequently submitted concerns about KMS to the Foreign Office, asking what
criminal measures the UK government had taken to “combat impunity”.
The main accusation of human rights violations is falling on David Walker, currently a director
of Saladin, a private security firm which has described KMS as its predecessor. But with the
finger of blame also being pointed at the British government, there are signs that the
international effort, of trying to seek accountability for crimes in Sri Lanka during the Eelam
wars, may actually find people implicated in crimes closer to home. The FCO’s response,
regarding Britain’s relationship with KMS in the 1980s, suggests that there were indeed serious
concerns raised about the role that a British company was playing in the Sri Lankan conflict:
“In 1986, the UK government advised KMS against involvement in operations, and when
evidence emerged that KMS might nevertheless have been involved, the UK government
sought actively to dissuade them, strongly urging them to reconsider their activity, including
through messages given with the authority of the then Foreign Secretary, the Rt Hon Sir
Geoffrey Howe. Concern at the level of KMS involvement in Sri Lanka was also expressed
privately by FCO Ministers to the Government of Sri Lanka, including in December 1986”.
It will be interesting to see what action the Metropolitan Police and the Crown Prosecution
Service may take following their investigation and whether members of KMS will face justice
for actions taken over 3 decades ago in Sri Lanka, and how this may impact the ongoing
UNHRC Resolution 30/1.
Changes to the All Party Parliamentary Groups in the UK
Ranil Jayawardena MP and Paul Scully MP were both promoted to ministerial positions in the
Department of International Trade and Department for Business, Energy and Industrial
Strategy respectively. As such under parliamentary rules, they both had to vacate their
positions as Chairs of the All Party Parliamentary Groups on Sri Lanka and for Tamils.
At an Extraordinary Meeting of the APPG on Sri Lanka in July, Dr Matthew Offord MP (Con,
Hendon) was elected as the new Chair, and similarly Elliot Colburn MP (Con, Wallington &
Carshalton) was elected as Chair of the APPG for Tamils. The APPG for COSMOS (Council
for Muslim Organisations) which represents Sri Lankan Muslims continues to be chaired by
Bob Blackman MP (Con, Harrow East). There now appears to be some initial prospects for
these three APPGs to have some form of dialogue and inter-parliamentary engagement on
Sri Lanka. More will be learnt when each of these APPGs become more active in the
remainder of this parliament.
Oil Tanker Fire off Sri Lanka
A fire broke out onboard a Panamanian flagged tanker MT New Diamond on 3 September
following a boiler room explosion that is believed to have led to a significant oil leak and
marine water pollution. The ship was carrying 270,000 metric tonnes of crude oil for the
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Indian Oil Company from a
port in Kuwait to the Indian
Port of Paradip. At the time,
the ship was 38 nautical miles
off Sri Lanka’s
Sangamankanda Point. One
Filipino crew member was
killed in the incident while
22 others, comprising 17
Filipinos and five Greeks,
were subsequently rescued.
Four ships from Sri Lanka’s Navy and a surveillance aircraft from the Air Force responded to
the incident and were involved in the rescue operation. With the fire finally brought under
control after six days, the matter is now heading towards ascertaining who may be liable for the
incident.
The
Panamanianregistered
New Diamond
is classified as
a very large
crude carrier
(VLCC), and is
about 330
metres long

According to Sri Lanka’s Attorney General’s Department the Captain of MT New Diamond,
Steiros Ilias (60), failed to activate the fire suppression system onboard the vessel when the fire
initially began and also did not promptly inform relevant authorities of the emergency. The
ship’s captain and crew are undergoing quarantine in Galle and should have been released from
quarantine on 24 September, when some of them may face charges.
The distressed oil tanker MT New Diamond’s captain is to be indicted by the Attorney General
for violating the Marine Pollution Prevention (MPP) Act including causing pollution to the
territorial waters, maritime zone or coastal zone of Sri Lanka and failure to report discharge of
oil or other pollutants.
Lawyers are also claiming that an oil layer with a thickness of two metres and 400 metres in
width, had been observed over an area measuring two nautical miles near the stricken vessel,
with the possibility that there has been marine environmental pollution over a two nautical mile
area. The Attorney General’s Department also submitted an interim claim of Rs 340 million to
the lawyers representing the owners of the oil tanker for costs incurred in rendering assistance
to the vessel after it first caught fire on 3 September.
LTTE Proscription Challenged
A Tamil diaspora group, The Transnational Government of Tamil Eelam (TGTE), which is
banned in Sri Lanka appealed to UK’s Proscribed Organisations Appeals Commission in July
2020 to lift the terrorist proscription on the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE), which
has been in place since 2001.
The principal appellant is K Arumugam, who was represented by Maya Lester QC and
Malcolm Birdling, whilst the respondent, the Secretary of State for the Home Department, was
represented by Sir James Eadie QC and Mr Ben Watson. The Sri Lanka government was not
represented in the court as an interested party.
In December 2018, the TGTE wrote to the then Home Secretary Sajid Javid asking him to deproscribe the LTTE on the basis that it was not concerned in terrorism and that its continuing
proscription was impeding the freedom of speech and assembly of Tamil people (including the
TGTE), who advocate for the right of Tamil self-determination in the form of an independent
state. In March 2019, the Home Secretary refused the application and that refusal is the basis of
the TGTE’s appeal.
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Lawyers for the Home Secretary argued that he had “reasonable grounds for believing” that the
LTTE was then concerned in terrorism. The Home Secretary had relied on an assessment by
the Joint Terrorism Analysis Centre (JTAC), which identified press reports of an incident in
June 2018 in Oddusuddan, Sri Lanka in which three individuals were arrested for allegedly
transporting weapons and LTTE flags. JTAC assessed that this could mean that the “LTTE
aligned individuals and groups” were “concerned in terrorism”. Eadie also pointed out that the
LTTE had never acknowledged or condemned its terrorist activities and had never surrendered
its arms. There was thus no evidence to suggest that the Tigers has renounced terrorism.
The TGTE’s lawyers contended that the information provided to the Home Secretary was
possibly dubious and insufficient for him to properly assess the credibility of the allegations,
nor to assess whether the incident could properly be attributed to the LTTE. The TGTE’s
argument is that, having decided that the LTTE was “concerned in terrorism”, the Home
Secretary unlawfully exercised his discretion to continue to proscribe the LTTE and failed to
take into account the impact of the ongoing proscription of the LTTE on the rights of Tamils in
the UK to organise and express their support for Tamil self-determination and a separate state
of Tamil Eelam.
The panel heard secret evidence, presumably from counter-terrorism intelligence experts in
closed proceedings on the hearing’s last day 31 July, when the TGTE was excluded from
participating, however, its interests were represented by ‘Special Advocates’, Angus
McCulloch QC and Rachel Toney. The POAC panel who will be passing final judgment,
probably in late September, comprises Justice Elisabeth Laing, R Whittam QC and P Nelson.
Lord Naseby raised the matter during a debate on Global Human Rights Sanctions Regulations
2020: “I want to focus, though, sadly, on the Sri Lankan Tamil Tigers, LTTE, which we
proscribed in 2001. It was succeeded by the Transnational Government of Tamil Eelam,
TGTE, itself proscribed in Sri Lanka. It is staffed and organised by former LTTE people and
yesterday it started a legal action in the courts here in the UK to lift the proscription on the
Tamil Tigers.
“The TGTE espouses an ideology which is almost identical to that of the LTTE; it has never
denounced violence or the terrorism of the LTTE; it disseminates propaganda worldwide,
targeting young people, mainly Tamils, with commemorative events, waving LTTE flags and
the black tiger, et cetera. Worst of all, I think, it has never shown any remorse over child
soldiers. UNICEF stated on 31 July 2005 that 5,081 underaged soldiers were recruited, 40%
girls and 60% boys, and at the end of the war, 594 was the small number that were left. Still, in
this country, we have Mrs. Balasingham, who was the arch recruiter and trainer of the child
soldiers, residing comfortably in the United Kingdom. That is a challenge we need to face.”
If the verdict comes in the TGTE’s favour, it could have far-reaching consequences, with other
international terrorist groups attempting to have their bans lifted. The LTTE’s de-proscription
could deeply affect Anglo-Sri Lankan relations. The LTTE rump in the diaspora has been
somewhat marginalised in the years since Prabhakaran’s 2009 defeat, however the ability of
the Tamil Tigers to legitimately mobilise and operate in Britain raises the fearful possibility of
extreme violence returning at some point in Sri Lanka in the not too distant future.
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National Sports Council, Sri Lanka
Rowena Samarasinhe, the daughter of Committee member, Mohan Samarasinhe, has been
appointed to Sri Lanka’s Sports Council. Under the leadership of the cricketer, Mahela
Jayawardana, the Council will advise the Minister for Sport, Namal Rajapaksa, on the
development of sport in Sri Lanka. Rowena is particularly well placed for this – she is a partner
at Level, a law firm specialising in the world of media, entertainment, technology – and,
chiefly, sport. She is a non-executive director of CIMPSA, the professional development body
for UK sports, a board member of the Squash Association and founder and managing director
of GenSport, a company that works with top international sportspeople.

Charities
The impacts of the ongoing pandemic have been immense both at home and across the world.
Communications have shifted to digital channels, and many face-to-face events are
cancelled. An example of such is the annual September Lunch, where, among other things,
members can tell about their chosen charity. Of course, FOSLA continues to operate virtually
and we remain open to hearing from our members about charity initiatives via email.
As has been the case previously with crises that have touched Sri Lanka, we have offered our
support, even though the activity of our association isn’t charitable in its core. Members who
attended our virtual AGM in July will remember that our Association responded to two
requests for relief in Sri Lanka. We hope you join in empathy reading about them below.
We were informed by the High Commission of a special fund launched by the Government of
Sri Lanka called ‘COVID-19 Healthcare and Social Security Fund’. Its aim is to “strengthen
national efforts aimed at controlling the spread of COVID-19 virus in the country and related
social welfare programmes”. Dubbed the Itukama project, the fund was established with an
initial donation of Rs 100 million from the President’s Fund, followed by donations by
corporations and individuals. President Gotabaya Rajapaksa himself donated three month’s
salary to the fund in May. FOSLA contributed £600 to this fund in April. Our Chairman
received a kind letter of thanks from Her Excellency the High Commissioner and by July the
fund balance stood at Rs.1456 million, half of its target. You can read more about it
on https://www.itukama.lk/
FOSLA has also helped the ‘We Are One Sri Lanka’ organisation which has been supporting
the Covid-19 unit at one of Sri Lanka’s largest hospitals. The Karapitiya Teaching Hospital has
over 1,650 beds plus a further 300-400 patients sleeping on the floor, and at the peak of the
pandemic, it was in need of an Ultrasound Scanner for its COVID-19 Unit. The total cost of the
scanner was about. £14,500, to which the Friends of Sri Lanka contributed £600 in April. The
donation was presented to the Southern Province Governor on Wednesday, 8 July. A letter
from Dr. Ganaka Senaratne, the Consultant-in-Charge of the Emergency Treatment Unit at the
Karapitiya Hospital describes why the scanner is so important – and how very grateful he
is. “The Emergency Treatment Unit at Karapitiya is the main frontline unit arranging care
for suspected COVID-19 patients in the Southern Province. We encounter all unselected
patients and are tasked with their triaging. The USS (Ultrasound scanner) is an essential
lifesaving bedside examination to arrange respiratory and cardiac care for unstable patients”.
Dr Senaratne also writes of how the use of a scanner rather than the more routine stethoscope
helps protect his doctors and nurses and he finishes his letter by assuring us that “by donating
this essential equipment to us you have become our partners in combating against the
COVID-19 epidemic in southern Sri Lanka”.
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New Events for Your Diary
Craving travel, yet stuck at home? Please join our Virtual Sri Lankan Travel Series.
Marine Life in Sri Lanka: Manta and Mobula Rays
Saturday 10 October 2020 at 11am British Summer Time
£3 each (members / non-members). Via Zoom
Sri Lanka’s diverse marine life is second to none. For Part 3 of our Virtual Sri Lankan Travel
Series, we dive into the waters of the Indian Ocean off the coast of Sri Lanka. Manta and
mobula rays are among the most charismatic, yet mysterious, fish in the ocean. While they are
found all around Sri Lanka, there is a dark side to this story. Overfishing, in addition to demand
for manta and mobula gill plates in Chinese Medicine have resulted in steep population
declines throughout the world’s oceans, and unfortunately, Sri Lanka is one of the largest
fisheries for them.
Daniel Fernando will tell us more about these
amazing sea creatures, the threats they face,
and the work being done to protect them.
Daniel is co-founder of the Blue Resources
Trust, which is a marine research,
conservation, education and consultancy nonprofit organisation based in Sri Lanka. Since
2010, his research has focused on manta and
mobula rays. Daniel provides technical
support at international conventions bridging
the gap between science and policy. He was
also an advisor to the Ministry of Wildlife in Sri Lanka (2015-2018). For more information
about this talk, please see the flyer accompanying this newsletter. This event will run from
11am to 12.30pm. Advance booking essential. Tickets are £3 per person and can be purchased
via the Eventbrite link (https://part3srilankantravelsfosla.eventbrite.co.uk)

Return to Sri Lanka: Travels in a Paradoxical Island
Saturday 14 November 2020 at 11am Greenwich Mean Time
£3 each (members / non-members). Via Zoom
We are delighted to host Razeen Sally, Visiting Associate Professor at the
Lee Kuan Yew School of Public Policy at the National University of
Singapore. Razeen previously taught at the London School of Economics.
He will tell us about his recent book, Return to Sri Lanka: Travels in a
Paradoxical Island, published by Juggernaut in December 2019. Filled
with spellbinding beauty and moving insight, the book encapsulates
Razeen’s perspective of a tourist, a native, both and neither. Copies of the
book are available via Amazon. Razeen will be joining us live from
Singapore on the day. Tickets are £3 each and can be purchased via the
(https://part4srilankantravelsfosla.eventbrite.co.uk).
This event will finish at 12.30pm.
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A Review of 2020 Past Events
Murder Mystery Afternoon
25 February 2020, Linnean Society, Piccadilly, London
One month before lockdown, Harriet Steel, author of the Inspector De Silva Murder Mysteries,
described her decision to set a series of whodunnits in exotic 1930s Ceylon and treated us to a
reading from Book 1 in the series of Nuala murder mysteries.
Harriet is a British author and former lawyer who has written several historical novels. Having
visited Sri Lanka just once; charmed by the island and its wealth of natural beauty, Harriet felt
it was the perfect location for her characters and their stories to take shape. Inspector Shanti de
Silva moves with his English wife, Jane, to a new post in the sleepy hill town of Nuala. Shanti
anticipates a more restful life than his police work in the big city entailed. However, an
arrogant plantation owner with a lonely wife, a crusading lawyer, and a death in suspicious
circumstances present him with a riddle that he will need all his experience to solve. Trouble in
Nuala is an entertaining and gripping mystery spiced with humour and a colourful cast of
characters.
Harriet arranged for signed copies of the book to be made available for discounted purchase to
our FoSLA audience on the day. Readers will be delighted to note that Harriet’s newest
instalment: Taken in Nuala, was released this year and is available via Amazon.
1. Trouble in Nuala (2016)
2. Dark Clouds Over Nuala (2017)
3. Offstage in Nuala (2017)
4. Fatal Finds in Nuala (2018)
5. Christmas in Nuala (2018)
6. Passage from Nuala (2019)
7. Rough Time in Nuala (2019)
8. Taken in Nuala (2020)
Sri Lankan treasures scattered all around the world. Stories of gifting and looting.
11 March 2020. Postponed.
Unfortunately, this evening event with Professor Zoltán Biedermann has been postponed twice.
We know our membership enjoyed Zoltan’s first talk, for the FoSLA, a couple of years ago and
we are keen to see him return as a guest speaker for our audience.
At the end of last Summer, Zoltán was in a car accident whilst on holiday hence the event was
pulled from our Autumn 2019 calendar, but we are pleased that Zoltán and his family are well.
With the rate of infection of coronavirus, it seemed sensible to postpone this March event until
we know we can meet again at University College, London. We hope to be third time lucky!
Human Elephant Conflict in Sri Lanka
4 July, 2020. Via Zoom
Leading elephant conservationist, Dr Prithiviraj (Pruthu) Fernando MBBS, MSc, PhD
entertained us with his amazing slides and video footage of elephants in Sri Lanka providing a
detailed account of a very serious problem threatening the lives of humans and elephants and
destroying villages and farmers’ crops.
This was our first live Zoom event. Pruthu spoke to us from Sri Lanka on a Saturday morning
and guests joined in from USA, Italy, and Australia. Pruthu studied at Oregon University and
then undertook his PhD at Columbia University in USA, where his research focused on
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elephants and rhinos, before returning to Sri Lanka to set up the Centre for Conservation and
Research.
Sri Lanka is the best place in the world to see Asian elephants; coupling the highest genetic
diversity of Asian elephants and the highest elephant density of any country in the world.
Sadly, this leads to the dubious accolade of having the highest level of human elephant conflict
in the world. Pruthu explained the nature and causes of the conflict, mitigation measures and
future direction.
Members will be delighted to note that in September 2020, President Gotabaya Rajapaksa
established a committee to develop a National Action Plan for Human-Elephant Conflict
Mitigation in Sri Lanka and the President has appointed Pruthu as the Chairman of this group.
Albinos are rare in Asian
elephants. Sri Lanka has one
albino elephant. Her name is Sudu
which means ‘light-skinned’ in
Sinhala. Sudu is apparently the
only albino Asian elephant freeranging in the wild – anywhere in
the world. Sudu is now around 25
years old and is a mother. Her
baby was born black. In other
countries, these rare albino Asian
elephants are much coveted and
placed in captivity for humans to
admire at will, especially in
countries like Myanmar, Laos, and
Thailand. Above is a picture, taken by Pruthu, of Sudu when she was younger.
And below, Pruthu shares with us a picture of elephant called Sadantha – The Great Tusker. In
Asian elephants, only males have tusks. Sadantha lives in Kaudulla National Park but comes into
Minneriya National Park for two months of the year, when he is in musth.
A recording of this fascinating, factually
informative talk with excellent slides, moving
graphics and exclusive video footage was
retained for our membership and circulated by
Bruce Rawlings to members who have
provided us with their email address. Members
who would like to view the recording, but have
not provided an email address for
correspondence, can write to Bruce on email to
receive a copy of this recording. Please note
our speaker specified that the recording is not
to be shared beyond our membership.
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Romesh Gunasekera, The Suncatcher
20 August 2020, evening event
North Harrow Community Library opened its virtual doors to the Friends of
Sri Lanka Association earlier this month to hear Booker-shortlisted author
(for his novel Reef), Romesh Gunasekera, talk about his new book The
Suncatcher. Romesh explained his writing is a negotiation with memory
done in time. The Suncatcher is a beautiful story of compassion and
friendship between two boys, set in 1964 Ceylon, at a time when Romesh
himself was a child - a rather pivotal moment in political history.
The narrator is a boy named Kairo who is from a seemingly low-income
family (his father is an armchair Marxist and his mother works for Radio
Ceylon). An older boy named Jay is from a privileged background. Romesh
explores the fragility of their friendship and its life changing quality. Romesh said “Jay is the
kind of friend that we all have or that we have always wanted, someone who is looked upon
like a hero, by Kairo.” The story encapsulates how Kairo understands Jay more as their
friendship grows and begins to see his flaws. Kairo accepts these flaws and the book
illuminates how this developing friendship resonates with the rest of Society. Romesh draws
parallels in the tension between freedom and control, freedom and privileged, freedom and
constraint and the way we treat each other across social divides.
The book considers Kairo’s understanding of the politics of everyday life and the political
power-plays within his friendship with Jay. The scene is set at a time when new political
alignments are being made in Sri Lanka, the political world is changing around Kairo and Jay,
Members of Parliament are crossing the floor and there is a change in the balance of power.
Romesh explained that the turning point in the political climate in Sri Lanka could just as
easily reflect today’s pivotal moment in Sri Lanka’s political history or indeed that of many
democracies around the world, even the UK’s as it embarks on exiting the EU. The Suncatcher
was published at the end of 2019 and is also available to purchase on Amazon. Happy
lockdown reading!
Endemic Birds and Big Game Safaris in Sri Lanka
30August 2020
Our resident wildlife expert, Gehan de Silva Wijeyeratne, spoke to Delhi Bird Foundation
about Endemic Birds and Big Game Safari. Gehan and kindly extended the invitation to attend
to our FoSLA membership. This talk is now available on YouTube. You can watch here, or
please visit https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=w-wksgu_CnA
Cookery Class, Rosyth Estate House, Kegalle and the Surrounding Area
5 September 2020 at 11.30am British Summer Time. Via Zoom
Part 1 of the Sri Lankan Travel During Lockdown Series transported us through our computer
screens to Kegalle in Sri Lanka. Farzana and Neil Dobbs kindly opened the kitchen at Rosyth
Estate where their Head Chef treated us all to a cookery class on egg hopper, seeni sambal, and
coconut sambal.
We enjoyed a mini virtual tour of this 64-acre private estate that produces tea and rubber as
Neil shared the history of the area and the estate. Rosyth Estate House was a former planter’s
bungalow built in 1926. Melissa Nicholas of Experience Travel Group talked to us about things
to do and see in Kegalle and the surrounding area, such as visiting the on-site tea factory or a
local graphite mine at Bogala. Rosyth is on the Colombo to Kandy road and makes the perfect
base for a day trip to the Royal Botanical Gardens at Peradeniya or to Kandy. Melissa stressed
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the importance of travelling around lesser known parts of Sri Lanka in order to spread the
benefits of foreign tourism to the local communities especially in these difficult times, once the
country has re-opened for foreign travel. If planning a trip to Kegalle, recommended reading
would include Running in the Family by Michael Ondaatje.
East Coast Road Trip
23 September 2020 at 6.00pm British Summer Time. Via Zoom
For our second instalment of our Sri Lankan Travel Series, we headed to the East Coast. Her
Excellency Saroja Sirisena, Sri Lankan High Commissioner to London, commented on how
advanced Sri Lanka’s tourism infrastructure and promotion was in the 1990s, when compared
with neighbouring countries. Domestic tragedies have held Sri Lanka back, but these have been
overcome in the past. The island’s natural beauty and opportunity for all-encompassing
holidays have helped it to retain a premier slot as a world travel destination. The second
international airport, built in the south in Mattala, makes it easier to travel to the East Coast of
the island. Naturally unable at this stage to provide a date by when the country aims to open up
to foreigners, the High Commissioner reassured members that the government is learning from
experiences of other countries and remains focused on opening Sri Lanka to foreigners in a
sustainable way that protects both citizens and travellers.
Len Porter, owner of the luxurious, boutique Kottukal Beach Hotel (managed by Jetwing), took
us on a tour of the beautiful and relatively untouched East Coast of Sri Lanka.
You can watch the Jetwing video shown during the talk here
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zm8C6l804wU) covering Jaffna, Trincomalee,
Batticaloa, Passikudah and Arugam Bay.
Len and his wife Vicky honeymooned in Sri Lanka in 1983 and have been drawn back to the
island many, many times, eventually deciding to build a home there on the East Coast. No
Western tools were used in the construction of the house simply because none were available
on the East Coast in 2009. Len shared photographs of how lumps of rock and bits of string
were used to hold the vertical steels of the property in place.
An avid wildlife enthusiast, Len shared some superb photographs from the adorable tiny
pratincoles on the beachfront to the frighteningly enormous crocodiles that can be seen at
Panama Tank, a close encounter with a wild elephant at Kumana National Park, where many of
the animals found in Yala can be seen without the tourist crowds, thanks to the Kumbukkan
Oya (river). This river separates the two National Parks. Lahugala National Park famed for
sightings of endemic birds is around 25 minutes away from Kottukal and well worth a visit.
Nearby is Magul Maha Vihara believed to have been built for the marriage of King Kavan
Tissa to Princess Viharamahadevi. There are a few amazing ancient sites to visit in this
southeastern part of the island, including Sastrawela Monastery.
Pottuvil and Kottukal offer the intrepid traveller incredible Indian Ocean sunrises, beautiful
beaches with shade-giving palms, the perfect place to relax combined with a wonderful mixture
of archeological and historical sites, national parks, lagoons, fantastic surfing points, temples
and the beautiful beaches all within a short distance.
Chamali Fernando, Events Secretary
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Books
Sri Lanka: Paradise Lost; Paradise Regained by Lord Naseby
Lord Naseby's book is something of a mixture. It is in part a memoir
concentrating on his lifetime links with Sri Lanka. In part it is a history of
Sri Lankan politics during his lifetime with little or no mention of himself
for many pages at a time. It is also an analysis of the impact of the LTTE
(Tamil Tigers) on British politics. He is strongly critical of most British
governments, both Ministers and officials. Its last 56 pages are appendices,
mostly the texts of documents mentioned in the book. Described by Betty
Boothroyd, former Speaker of the House of Commons, in a foreword as “a
good read”, the book will appeal equally to those who know Sri Lanka well
and are familiar with the event he describes, and to those who know little,
since, as Lord Naseby frequently maintains, the tragic events in Sri Lanka of recent decades
received neither the publicity nor the understanding in the West that they deserved.
The early chapters describe Michael Morris's (as he then was) upbringing. A couple of things
were somewhat unusual. He was accepted by St Catherine's College in Cambridge to study
economics, but had omitted to pass O level Latin – a requirement in those days by both Oxford
and Cambridge whatever you planned to study: however he passed it on the third attempt. I can
empathise with that. Having been accepted by Oxford I scrambled my O level Latin pass while
in the army in Africa doing my National Service. Also unusual was that while in his teens
visiting his parents in Pakistan, where his father was an engineer, he learned to fly, doing his
first solo flight after a mere five hours instruction. That enabled him to become a pilot with the
RAF during his National Service, which was very rare.
After Cambridge he headed for the business world. He joined Reckitt & Colman, who after 15
months training, sent him to Calcutta in 1962. A year later, with 5 days’ notice, they transferred
him, with his wife, Ann, a doctor, to Colombo as Marketing Manager. A promotion clearly, but
lest he had delusions of grandeur, he was immediately sent on a familiarisation tour of the
island with the man he was replacing, in a two-door Ford Anglia with a driver. Neither Brit
wanted a driver so for two weeks they sat in the front and put the driver in the back! I myself
was sent to Colombo that same year, as a First Secretary in the British High Commission. We
are close in age and we must have met then, but neither of us remember doing so!
The spell in Colombo sowed two seeds that shaped the rest of Michael Morris's life. First was a
love for the country. He only did the one tour there as a businessman, but went back most years
for the rest of his life and still does. Secondly, among his friends in Colombo was Ananda de
Tissa de Alwis, then head of J Walter Thompson. They discussed politics and encouraged each
other to make that their career. De Alwis became an MP and then Speaker in the Sri Lankan
Parliament. Michael Morris became an MP and Deputy Speaker in the House of Commons.
More than once in the book Michael Morris says it was those conversations in Colombo that
persuaded him to take the plunge. (Quite a lot of things in the book get said more than once.)
Back in London, Morris resigned from Reckitt & Colman, and joined an American advertising
firm while pursuing his political ambitions. He took a typical path of 10 years involvement in
local government, and fighting an unwinnable parliamentary seat (in the constituency later to
be won by Jeremy Corbyn), before being adopted to fight Northampton South for the
Conservatives, a seat that he won by a whisker and several recounts in both elections in 1974,
by 179 and 142 votes. He has remained in Parliament, first in The Commons and then in The
Lords, ever since. After little more than a year in Parliament he founded and chaired the
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All Party Sri Lanka Parliamentary Group. Six Parliamentarians, from Lords and Commons,
joined. Only Morris had ever been to Sri Lanka.
As chair of the All Party Group Morris was able to persuade the Sri Lankan Government to
invite a Commonwealth Parliamentary Association delegation to visit in 1978. Morris chaired
it despite being the most junior of the MPs, being the only one who knew the country. They
had an hour's meeting with the President, JR Jayawardene, who was accompanied by two
ministers both of whom Morris later got to know well, and both of whom were later
assassinated by the LTTE.
From then Morris settled into a routine of regular visits to Sri Lanka, both official and private,
when he invariably met with Presidents, Prime Ministers and other leaders, and kept up with
old friendships, and while in the UK he was effectively intervening in Parliament to raise Sri
Lankan matters.
To illustrate the frequency and the nature of his visits, he describes leading another
parliamentary delegation in 1981, a private visit in 1983, two visits, one official and one
private, in 1984. He was there with Mrs Thatcher in 1985, and paid two visits in 1986. And so
it goes on. He describes his visit in 2004, when he and his wife went to help in the immediate
aftermath of the tsunami, as his 17th, and in the book he describes at least seven more after
that, and there have been more since the book was published. Few British parliamentarians
have made that big an effort to know and understand a single other country.
That knowledge he put to use in frequent interventions in Parliament and elsewhere on matters
Sri Lankan. Shortly after the 1979 election he heard rumours that Mrs Thatcher's government
was being advised to withdraw its funding from the planned Victoria Dam project in Sri Lanka,
at the time Britain's biggest single overseas-aid project. He obtained a one on one meeting with
Mrs Thatcher to support the project, at the end of which she said “well done, you have
convinced me,” and it went ahead. When completed, some five years later, Michael Morris
suggested to the Sri Lankan Government that they invite Mrs Thatcher to open it. They did.
She did, and took Morris as part of her team. In 1984, he successfully lobbied for Air Lanka to
get improved landing rights at Heathrow. Later he persuaded the government to improve
ECGD support for UK investors in Sri Lanka. He helped Cable & Wireless win a significant
contract in Sri Lanka. At the time of the Falklands war in 1982, Douglas Hurd, the Foreign
Secretary, asked Morris to phone the President, JR Jayawardene, and seek support over a
hostile resolution in the UN. Morris did so, and as a result Sri Lanka was one of only seven
countries to support Britain on that vote. He kept up a steady stream of Parliamentary
Questions, newspaper letters and articles, seeking support or better understanding for Sri
Lanka, particularly as the civil war intensified over nearly 30 years. Much of this support was
little noticed in the UK, but was known and appreciated in Sri Lanka, and it was no surprise
when, in 2005, he was awarded by President Chandrika Kumeratunga the Sri Lanka Rosa, the
country's highest award eligible to non Sri Lankans.
As the conflict between the LTTE and the elected government intensified the backers and
supporters of the LTTE in Britain, which include much of the Tamil diaspora, ran an effective
PR campaign, and effectively lobbied MPs, especially those in marginal seats with a significant
Tamil population. Despite the best efforts of the Sri Lankan High Commission in London, the
democratically elected government in Sri Lanka's case for resisting the LTTE's secessionist
aims, and for responding with force to their bombings and killings, received little publicity and
gained limited sympathy. Lord Naseby (as he had now become) did his best to get the
government's case heard, but he must have often felt his was a lone voice.
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Once the war had ended, in 2009, Lord Naseby devoted renewed efforts to countering the
claims of LTTE supporters and sympathisers that the Sri Lankan army had committed
atrocities against the Tamil civilian population. In particular he set out to show that figures
often quoted for civilian deaths in the last stages of the war, of up to 70,000, were false, and
that the figure of up to 40,000 deaths quoted in a UN commissioned report as credible, was
also false. In 2008, and again in 2009, he had met Lt Col Gash, the Defence Attaché at the
British High Commission in Colombo, who had told him that he believed the number of
civilian casualties in the closing stages of the war was much lower than the widely quoted
figures. Recalling those meetings in 2014, Lord Naseby began a campaign to get the release of
Lt Col Gash's dispatches covering the latter stages of the conflict. He directed his request to the
Foreign and Commonwealth Office, to the Ministry of Defence and to the Information
Commission, quoting the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act. The book devotes a
chapter to the three-year struggle that met first with refusals, then stalling, and then the
reluctant release of extracts from 12 heavily redacted, ie censored, reports from Lt Col Gash
and then a bit later of three more. Naseby's dogged determination and successive appeals won
him each round to that point, but he lost the final round, an appeal heard by a panel of three
judges to have the redactions removed from the reports he had received. The judges rejected
his assertion that the removal of the censored passages would be in the public interest.
Nonetheless what remained enabled Naseby to quote Lt Col Gash's opinion that civilian
casualties in the closing stages of the war were around 7,000, and that at no stage had the Sri
Lankan army pursued a policy of killing civilians. I wonder if Lord Naseby considered trying
to get hold of reports from other Embassies or High Commissions on these issues; all would
have reported extensively on the war, a number would have had military attaches doing so.
Had other such observers come to similar conclusions as Lt Col Gash that would have added
force to his arguments.
On almost all his visits to Sri Lanka Naseby met with Presidents and Prime Ministers and got
to know them well. He formed a high opinion of JR Jayawardene, of Ranasinghe Premadasa
and of Chandrika Kumeratunga. Also of Mahinda Rajapaksa and his brothers Gotabaya (now
President) and Basil. Writing of President Mahinda's losing the 2015 election he says “the real
loser was Sri Lanka which had lost a good President ...”. Commenting on when Mahinda first
became President he writes “I thought to myself that here at last was someone who knew what
needed to be done and got on with it – not the norm in Sri Lankan politics”. And on the three
brothers he writes “all three were leaders and I sensed for the first time ever that Sri Lanka's
leadership was in the hands of people who would act decisively and would be prepared to
follow through”. He did not warm to the UNP leader and Prime Minister, Ranil
Wickremesinghe.
Naseby is more critical of Britain's political leaders, including those of his own Conservative
Party, with only few exceptions. This extends to British officials dealing with Sri Lanka
including three of the High Commissioners who served in Colombo. He is particularly scathing
about David Cameron. Writing of events in 2018 he comments: “I saw little point in Prime
Minister Cameron strutting around, chastising the Sri Lanka Government for not rehousing
enough refugees but never offering a penny to help”. He describes Cameron's part in the
Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in Colombo in 2013 as “a disgraceful
performance” (a view I share: I was there). Elsewhere he praises Margaret Thatcher's (and
James Callaghan's) understanding of Sri Lanka and comments “What a contrast to Messrs
Blair, Brown and Cameron, all talk, usually criticism, no understanding and certainly little or
no help to anyone”.
Lord Naseby concludes that Sri Lankan governments have performed well in restoring the
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economy and the infrastructure of the formerly LTTE held areas, particularly around Jaffna. He
thinks it time for the UN, and particularly the Office of the High Commission for Refugees, to
back off from conducting reports on Sri Lanka, and that Sri Lanka would benefit from
establishing a Truth and Reconciliation Commission as has been successfully done in South
Africa and Colombia.
Finally I should salute the book's references to ourselves. In his concluding acknowledgements
he writes of support he has received and “I am particularly grateful to The Friends of Sri
Lanka”. Our Committee member and the author of the bulk of this newsletter, Amal
Abeyawardene, gets a number of mentions and is described thus “The book has been a journey
for me. Along the way certain individuals have been key, but one has been there almost from
the beginning, Amal Abeyawardene, who became a close friend ...”. Another member of our
Association, Rajan Yorke also gets a positive mention. Let me reciprocate here by saying that
Lord Naseby, one of three Patrons of our Association, has been an active and loyal supporter of
our activities and of our aims and for that we are very grateful.
It is an important book of real interest to all who know and who care about Sri Lanka. To give
Betty Boothroyd the last word, she writes “There is no British politician more knowledgeable,
more trusted by the people of Sri Lanka than Michael Morris”.
Peter Heap, Chairman, Friends of Sri Lanka Association
Anoma
This recently published book covers the 50-year career of our fellow member, and celebrated
artist, Anoma Wijewardene. Anoma, was designed in London and printed in Singapore, and
launched at Central Saint Martin’s College, London (where Anoma both trained and later
taught). There are some 200 images together with essays by, amongst other leading art
historians and critics, Professors Gananath Obeyesekere (Princeton, USA) and Jane Rapley
(past Head of Central St. Martin’s) and is a valuable contribution to the history of art in Sri
Lanka.Early in her career Anoma worked in design and her work has been shown at the
Victoria & Albert Museum, the Houses of Parliament and in the private collections of
international fashion designers. Her greatest interest, however, has always been sustainability.
She is profoundly aware of the importance of stewardship, both of each other and of our fragile
planet. She has sometimes collaborated with poets and climate-change scientists in her multilayered work, comprising both paint-on-canvas and multi-media installation, seeking to
emphasise the delicate balance of our existence. In 2019, her work was chosen by the European
Cultural Centre for an exhibition during the Venice Biennale.
The book is available in the UK from Terry Weston (tel 0777 338 9969) and Joss Graham, 10
Eccleston Street, London SW1W 9LT (tel 0207 7304 370).In Sri Lanka, it is at The Design
Collective, Urban Island, Dharmapala Mawatha, Colombo 7 and the Vijitha Yapa bookstores.

Membership Dues
Members who pay their annual subscriptions by cheque and have not already done so, are urged
to send in their 2020 subscriptions as soon as possible. Cheques should be made out to “The
Friends of Sri Lanka Association” and sent to the Honorary Treasurer, Kulzum Prelis, Flat
915, Watermans House, 21 New Village Avenue, LONDON, E14 0GN. Subscriptions
remain at £15 for an individual member and £22:50 for a joint membership. Alternatively,
if you prefer to change to payment by standing order (an altogether easier method of payment
for all concerned), please contact the Membership Secretary (Email rawlings@mistral.co.uk) for
the necessary form. This method of payment is much preferred by the Association as it avoids the
need for costly reminders if subscriptions remain unpaid, which sadly often happens.
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